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I am neither an expert on the constitution nor an authority on moral and civil society issues but I 
am entitled to my opinions. According 
to chapter 2: bill of Rights section 
10, Human Dignity, “Everyone has 
inherent dignity and the right to have 
their dignity respected and protected”.
The constitution which is the 
“supreme law” of a democracy is human 
made. Distinguishing between what is 
wrong and right does not start with the 
constitution but with consciousness. 
That is coupled with values, norms 
and ethics instilled by our families, 
community and by society at large. 
Therefore gaps between the constitution 
and human beings’ perception of what 
is right and wrong will be there. At 
times ‘wrong-doers’ are aware and take 
advantage of those gaps. 
Therefore our constitution is limited 
in addressing moral issues.
The issue of “The Spear” should 
be viewed from different angles. 
Like every South African Mr Zuma is 
protected by the constitution.
Does “The Spear” become 
insensitive, not immoral because it 
was directed at President Zuma who is 
perceived as immoral? Then therefore 
do immoral acts become moral when 
they are done to a person perceived to 
be immoral?
Where does our society draw the 
line between being watchdogs of 
wrongdoings and being biased and 
selective?
Political parties, unless they have a 
different view of “The Spear”, should 
not appease wrongdoers for fear of 
losing support. If they hold the view 
that “The Spear” is wrong why are 
they not vocal as they used to be to 
other matters especially concerning 
President Zuma?
Either there is nothing wrong 
with “The Spear” and therefore  the 
painter’s rights have been violated, 
or it is wrong and Mr Zuma’s dignity 
has been violated. Therefore political 
parties and civil society have to come 
out and express a view whether in 
defence of the offended’s right or of 
the painter’s. Somewhere along the 
line there is something questionable 
about our political parties and civil 
society, on this matter. Political parties 
have a responsibility to speak out on 
controversial issues. 
Van Niekerk, van der Walt and 
Jonker (2001: 124) state that political 
parties are responsible for the 
maintenance of a high standard of 
propriety in the discharge of their duties. 
This commitment is demonstrated by 
example and by taking action that is 
only available at the political level, for 
instance by: 
• creating legislative and institutional 
arrangements that reinforce 
behaviour and create sanctions 
against wrongdoing;
• providing adequate support and 
resources for ethics-related activities 
through government; and
• avoiding the exploitation of ethics-
rules and laws for political purposes.
To a certain extent the conduct of 
political parties can be understood, 
but what about civil society? Civil 
society especially organisations that 
are not politically aligned are the ‘real’ 
watchdogs of society.  Civil society 
is composed of men and women of 
integrity made of flesh and blood and 
therefore can make mistakes but its 
voice must give direction to society. 
Those who quickly jump to complain 
whenever President Zuma does 
something perceived as off the lines are 
quiet on the matter which caused an 
uproar. The leader of COPE, Mosiuoa 
Lekota, addressed the symptoms and 
not the issue.  He responded on the 
conduct of the ANC march on the issue 
but was mum when it started. 
Even when courts have not yet 
made a ruling on the matter political 
parties and civil society are not barred 
from expressing their opinions. We are 
coming from an undemocratic past 
but that should not make us to assume 
that there are no limitations.  Real 
democracy has got limitations; one’s 
democratic right should not violate / 
contravene or infringe another one’s 
right. This is similar to just or loosely 
saying democracy is majority rule. In 
terms of the vote, the majority winning 
party will rule. but that does not mean 
others should be suppressed with 
no say in the running of the country. 
Therefore generalisations can be made 
about democracy, but these need to be 
put in context as well.
I think we should maintain our 
position as one of the respected 
democracies, and not anarchists in the 
world. “The Spear” matter reminds 
me of the speech made by Mark 
Anthony in the drama “Julius Caesar” 
by William Shakespeare. Shocked by 
how things were turning ugly in Rome, 
Mark Anthony said, 
“O judgment ! Thou art fled to 
brutish beasts
And men have lost their reason”.
I hope we do not lose our reason 
in whatever we think, say and do, 
especially if we are driven instead by 
hatred, resentment, and emotions. 
We should always bear in mind that 
emotions are an enemy of logic. A 
democracy that emerged from a bitter 
past but overcame hatred and anger 
must not be overcome by emotions.
Opposition political parties and civil 
society have a role to play and that 
is to express their opinions honestly, 
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Do not be afraid 
to speak
